Parliamentary Government in. England
after broadcasting had given him direct personal contact
with millions of his subjects, he was regarded, in a
special sense, as the "father of his peoples." He was
known to be devoted to his work. He was associated with
the nation's victory in the war. It was widely felt that he
had steered his way fairly through very difficult political
circumstances. His successor ascended the throne with a
ready-made popularity which, perhaps, no other Monarch
in our history has previously enjoyed. To the outside
world, at least, he was "Prince Charming"; and, until
the very threshold of his abdication, every known gesture
he chose to make was applauded with almost hysterical
enthusiasm.
What, I think, is notable in this development is less
the evolution of this popularity than th<£ ease with which
its concentration upon a person was broken in 1936, in
the week of the abdication. This suggests that, when
everything is said that can be said for the personal quali-
ties of the last five Monarchs, they do not explain the
change from the attitude before 1878, And even while
much is to be explained by a theory like that of Dr.
Ernest Jones, which roughly suggests a father-fixation
upon the person of the Monarch, that applies, also, if in
less degree, to the great political leaders of the same
period, and is even more true of the kind of enthusiasm
aroused among their followers by Mussolini, Hitler, and
Stalin, Now what is notable in that enthusiasm i$ the ease
with which it can be dissipated. The ruler has only to fall,
and there are few so poor as to do him reverence. It
therefore appears reasonable to assume that there are two
essential reasons for the change. The first ^is the fact of
traditional reverence for the highest position in the State
i—& reverence which only very special circumstances are
able to dissipate. History has made kings almost magical
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